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Collecting in an Urban Context: Relationships between Collections and Space in the Home 
 
Sally M. McKenzie, Bronte McMahon, Ivy Verlaat, Steven Snow and Laurie Buys  




Collecting has become a popular hobby within Western society, with collectables including 
anything from ‘bottle tops’ to ‘skyscrapers’.  As the nature and size of these collections can 
impact upon the use of space in the home, the purpose of this study is to explore the 
relationship between the collections, space in the home and the impacts on others. This 
qualitative study explores the experiences of 11 Australian collectors, investigating the 
motivations, practices and adaption techniques used within their urban home environment.  The 
themes of sentimentality, sociability and spatial tensions, including physical, personal and use of 
space are discussed within the context of their home and family environments.  Overall the 
practice of collecting objects is a complex, varied, sentimental and sociable activity, providing 
enjoyment, knowledge and friendships. Space can be a central consideration to the practice of 
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Introduction 
It has been reported that up to one third of adults in Western countries own a collection of some 
description and evidence indicates this figure is on the increase (Lafferty et al., 2013: 1-11). In 
the past collecting was a hobby reserved for the affluent (Peres, 2007: 1-30), however more 
recently, a significant expansion of what constitutes a ‘collectible’ item has been responsible for 
people collecting anything from ‘bottle tops’ to ‘skyscrapers’ (Rykwert, 2001: 32-37). This may be 
attributed to the ease of acquiring objects through the fast growing medium of online shopping 
and thus an exposure to a greater variety of objects to collect (McIntosh, 2004: 85-97). 
Collections represent objects that are kept in the home superfluous to their commonly intended 
function and as the primary focus of collecting is the search for additional suitable items to 
acquire and add to collections, these factors demonstrate the potential tensions between 
collections and available household space (Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11).   
 Unlike other artefacts that reach a disposal stage in their lifecycle, collectable items are 
much more likely to remain in the collectors’ home far beyond their commonly intended 
lifespan. As such, allocating space to accommodate a collection can be challenging and in some 
situations the collections cannot be contained within the home, leading to problems of overflow 
(Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11).  Space is an increasingly scarce and valuable 
commodity in urban environments and for collectors, the accumulation of items and a lack of 
available space can have the effect of placing stress on homes and their occupants (Mahmud 
et.al., 2012: 439-454). In the extreme, the collections of objects - both functional and sentimental 
- are in danger of over-cluttering homes and overwhelming their occupants (Cwerner et.al., 2003: 
229-239).  
 Researchers have defined collectors as a social group (Cherrier and Ponnor, 2010: 8-23), 
examining the different types of objects people collect and the personal and external motivations 
behind collecting (Oyserman, 2009: 276-279). Others have focused on accumulation, use and 
appropriation of domestic objects within the home and how space affects the organisation of 
practices (Noble, 2004: 233-256; Hand and Shove, 2007: 79-104). Despite this, the effect of the 
availability and configuration of space in the home upon people’s collections and the effect that 
collections have on this space has had limited attention in the literature to date. This presents a 
compelling knowledge gap which this paper aims to address.  
 
Defining the collector 
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Many people claim to have a collection of some shape or form, however the distinction between 
clutter, collectors and hoarders may be somewhat of a grey area. Cherrier and Ponnor (2010: 8-
23) define three types of people who collect objects: Non-Functional Hoarders, Functional 
Hoarders and Collectors. These groups are differentiated by the way they accumulate objects, the 
meaning placed in the objects by their owners and the nature in which the objects are stored or 
displayed. Non Functional Hoarders may collect anything or everything without regard to its 
function and are often associated with a form of Obsessive Compulsive Disorder (OCD) 
(Cherrier and Ponnor, 2010: 8-23; Nordsletten et al., 2013: 229-237). Functional Hoarders also 
accumulate random objects privately, but to the individual these objects are ‘useful’ (Cherrier and 
Ponnor, 2010: 8-23).  
 
Collecting on the other hand is defined as: “the process of actively, selectively, and passionately 
acquiring and possessing things removed from ordinary use and perceived as part of a set of 
non-identical objects or experiences” (Belk 1995: 67, in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11). Collectors 
exhibit a much higher degree of object selectivity in acquisition than hoarders and a stronger 
tendency to organize or display their collections (Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11; 
Nordsletten, et al., 2013: 229-237). In this paper we concentrate specifically on self-identified 
collectors rather than either type of hoarder. 
Motivations to collect 
Literature addressing collectors’ motivations suggests the reasons people collect may generally be 
attributed to either (1) behavioural motivations or (2) psychological and emotional attachment.  
Behavioural motivation relates to the desire to acquire objects for personal fulfilment. This 
desire can be strongly shaped by external factors such as advertising, marketing and other 
products of the modern consumer-driven society (Oyserman, 2009: 276-279). Belk (1995 in 
Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11) explores collecting largely as an activity of consumption; rooted in and 
motivated by the materialistic consumer society we live in. Society tells us we must constantly 
acquire material possessions in order to be happy and collecting represents an element of this 
struggle; a “passionate form of consumption” (Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11).  
 
Other researchers view the act of object accumulation more through the lens of establishing and 
reinforcing ‘social relations’ and qualifying shared cultural and familial memories and events 
(Feldhusen, 2008: 25-32); self-esteem bolstering, attention seeking, competing, self-immortalising 
or even collecting as a financial investment activity (McIntosh and Schemichel, 2004: 85-97). 
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Despite the acceptance of numerous motivations for collecting in the literature, McIntosh and 
Schemichel (2004: 85-97) conclude: 
 
“While the motivations behind collecting are clearly complex and multifaceted, it is notable that many of 
the motives offered as central to collecting revolve around the self, and especially the development of a more 
positive sense of self” (McIntosh and Schemichel, 2004: 87). 
More objects in more space  
The sheer quantity of material objects, appliances and other commodities in the modern home 
has given rise to a growing number of self-storage, home organisation and “clutter consultant” 
businesses (Hand et al., 2007: 668-681). In turn, this accumulation of material items by the 
consumer has created a demand on the housing market to accommodate these objects whilst 
also maintaining the stereotypical tidy, private and functional family home (Dowling and Power, 
2012: 605-619). Practices and social norms accepted within the home have a direct relationship 
to house size preference, which, in Australia, has increased steadily since the 1920’s, rising by 
over 50% since the 1980’s alone (Borg, 2012: 1; Dowling and Power, 2012: 605-619). One of the 
most consistent forces behind this upward trend house size has been the continuing desire of 
consumers for more floor-space to accommodate their growing number of belongings and 
recreational activities.  
 
Accommodation and appropriation of items in the home space 
While there is evidence to suggest that consumer preferences continue to drive up demand for 
house size and subsequently space for recreational use and storage (Dowling and Power, 2012; 
Munro and Madigan, 1999: 605-619; Borg, 2012: 1), less literature concentrates on how people 
accommodate and appropriate objects within their own space.  Acquired objects are given 
meaning and personalized as they are appropriated into the home, transcending in distinction 
from ‘object’ to ‘possession’. Noble (2004: 251) outlines the importance of appreciating the 
social and spatial aspects of materiality and objects, conceptualising the home in terms of the 
“dimensionality of self-other-object-place relations”. 
Decisions regarding the purchase and accommodation of items in the home are not always often 
dictated by functionality, necessity or efficiency, rather personal values and social norms 
(Pantzar, 2007: 52-65).  The acquisition of, and attention to, objects in the household is central 
to self-identity, manifested through the ongoing work of creating the ‘experience’ of home. 
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Objects such as gifts, souvenirs and photographs function as markers of familial bonds and 
obligations and the importance of the acquisition and display of these objects goes well beyond 
the desire to simply accumulate possessions (Money, 2007: 355-377). Rather, they can come to 
constitute a material resource through which an individual can ‘accumulate being’ a central 
component of the creation and maintenance of identity and ontological security (Noble, 2004: 
233-256).  
 
Object placement and appropriation in the home is unlikely to be explained through a rational 
decision making process. Just as purchase decisions are impacted upon by a range of social and 
emotional factors that may be counterintuitive to rational economic choice; so too are decisions 
over how objects are accommodated within the home (Pantzar, 1997: 52-64). Spatial tensions 
such as the ‘congestion’ of objects in space is not necessarily created simply by having too many 
objects, but through the “flow of people and things through time”, including the impact of 
routines and practices of the use of different objects on these flows (Hand et al., 2007: 79-104).  
 
Thus the aim of this paper is to explore the practices of collecting by a group of self-identified 
collectors of everyday items, focusing on the relationship between their collections and space in 
the home and other people. This provides valuable insight into: the extent to which a collection 
impacts upon the use of space in the home and the positive and negative effects collecting has 




This qualitative study, approved through the Queensland University of Technology Human 
Ethics Commitee, explores the experiences of 11 Australian collectors, investigating the 
motivations, practices and adaption techniques used within an urban environment. Participants 
were recruited through personal connections, online networks and contacts made at exhibitions. 
Participants were chosen based upon the following criteria; were over 18 years old, self-identified 
as collectors, and owned a collection (more than 25 items) of one or more categories of items.  
 
Seven men and four women participated in the interviews, with ages ranging from 23 to 70 years 
old, all residing within 150km of Brisbane, Australia. Collected items varied in size from stamps 
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and small figurines to washing machines and tumble-dryers and in number from 30 (surfboards) 
to 10,000 (books).An overview of the participants is presented in Table 1 below. 
 
Table 1 here 
Interviews 
Semi-structured face-to-face interviews, lasting an average of 45 minutes, were conducted with 
the participants, using open-ended questions. The interviews explored: (1) understanding the 
collectors’ personal experience; (2) the size, shape, nature of the collections; and (3) the ways in 
which space within the home environment shaped or constrained collections. 
 
Analysis 
The data were transcribed verbatim and thematically analysed. The thematic analysis represented 
an iterative process of reading and re-reading transcripts, grouping responses into themes and 
progressively, comparing, contrasting and refining these themes. From the 11 interviews three 




For many participants, collecting was a hugely sentimental practice. Collecting was about 
“preserving something that you’re passionate about” as much as the enjoyment of seeking and 
purchasing (Participant 4). Not only did the collected objects themselves gain sentimentality with 
appropriation, but the reasons participants started collecting a specific set of objects in the first 
place were in most cases highly sentimental.  
 
Participant 5 who owned an extensive collection of historic axe-heads spoke proudly of his bush 
heritage, his father having left school early to pursue a job ring-barking and himself having split 
wood as a child for pocket money. Another participant who collected Beagle themed figurines 
and stamps explained that her path to collecting began while travelling overseas as a young adult. 
During this time a much loved family pet Beagle died while she was away: 
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“I was really, really upset about it because I wasn’t there and I couldn’t go home and funny enough, I 
was in China at the time, I found a resin Beagle so I bought that and it [the collection] just took off from 
there... So I guess it was just a way of dealing with the loss” (Participant 8). 
 
Participant 3 described his love of surfing, but also his disappointment that the modern surf 
culture was more impersonal and aggressive than it used to be: “...and that’s why I started [collecting 
and] riding old boards, because I like that era and I’m trying to hold onto it” (Participant 3). For others, 
while the reason behind the initiation of a certain collection may not have been sentimental, 
objects within the collection quickly became sentimental through the stories and meaning 
ascribed to them. Egg beaters were initially just something to collect for Participant 6, however, 
her passion and sentimentality for her beaters rose sharply upon discovering the existence of 
like-minded people and new information: 
 
“Eventually I got onto a book, this Don Thornton, over in America. He had 500 egg beaters at that 
stage and he researched all their history, their company history and patents and all the rest and that’s the 
bible.... Whole new avenue, yeah. So it [the collection] really went from there” (Participant 6). 
 
Sociability 
Far from being a culmination of discrete personal acquisitions, collecting was found to be a 
hugely social activity. Collections were seen as something to be displayed, enjoyed and shared 
with other people. All but one of the participants physically displayed their collections in some 
way and they enjoyed showing their collections to others. Collections represented pathways into 
new friends, new social groups and through these connections, new acquisitions:  
“[The collection] creates an interest and people can see your passion, they love being able to help and refer 
you onto people. It creates a conversation as well, because people remember what their family has or what 
they saw as kids” (Participant 4). 
“It’s a good thing to collect in terms the social element, everyone, especially on the coast, knows someone 
with an old surfboard. It’s really cool; it actually creates a real talking piece, which I like. I love collecting 
the boards but I also love talking about them, which is a positive for me” (Participant 3). 
The internet emerged as an integral component of this social fabric of collecting in addition to 
representing the most popular means of buying and selling collectables. While one participant 
saw this in a negative light - in that online shopping had largely replaced the more sociable 
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practice of antique-shopping- the majority of participants used the internet as their main source 
of communications for their collections. Many participants found other collectores through the 
internet and had made strong and lasting bonds with these people: 
“I discovered that there was a few Australian members... there’s actually two of us in Brisbane that 
collect. We only live three k’s away from each other. So we’ve become good friends... We share, we share 
transport costs to get machines up here” (Participant 11). 
“I got involved in the [Black Milk clothing company] community, through Facebook... It was more like 
a little bit of a family... There are girls that I know who have gone over to the States to meet up with girls 
who they have met through Black Milk and they have had holidays sleeping on their couch” 
(Participant 7). 
Through their collections, some of our participants (P3, P5, P7) became well known as 
knowledgeable sources of information and regularly fielded questions on their collections. 
 
Space 
Space emerged as one of the most significant issues affecting all collectors, despite the huge 
variety in the type, size and number of objects that made up participants’ collections.  Thus we 
will explore (1) Size (2) Beyond the home and (3) Spatial tensions. 
 
Size 
Size was found to be one of the most problematic issues for all of the participants. Not only the 
number of objects in the collection, but also how the physical size of the objects collected 
influenced the number of objects kept and where they were kept and how they were displayed. 
In general it was observed that participants who collected smaller objects were able to have a 
larger collection. Participants 9 and 10 actively collected smaller objects because they found them 
more economically viable and easier to store within their houses. In contrast, other participants 
collected larger objects which meant they were not able to have extensive collections due to 
space. For example Participant 11 had a collection of 54 washing machines and dryers, whereas 
Participant 5 was able to store around 1500 axes. Participant 11 stated he had to work on a one-in-
one-out rule that when he wanted “to display a new machine in the garage, then another machine has to go 
into storage”. Some of the collectors had adapted their collections to allow for expansion without 
the need for additional space, for example Participant 8 who collected Beagle figurines, had 
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subsequently shifted her focus to Beagle stamps because they required less storage space.  
Participant 4 did a lot of “collecting with my camera” for car memorabilia, photographing items that 
he was not able to afford or fit into his shed.  
 
Most of the collectors were adaptable in the way they collected, as they wanted to keep 
expanding but identified space to be an issue. Despite this, none of the participants were actively 
trying to reduce the size of their collection.  
 
Beyond The Home 
Ancillary storage space was an important component of collections.  A number of the 
participants (P1, P3, P4, P5, P11) utilized an auxiliary space of some description, to store parts of 
their collection that were not able to be displayed or maintained. These spaces were primarily 
used for larger objects, such as Participant 4 (car memorabilia) who used a shed and shipping 
container in his backyard and Participant 3 (surfboards) who rented a small off-site storage 
space. Participant 11 (washing machines) utilized his own garage, as well as renting out his 
neighbour’s garage, as well as storing an additional number of machines at his parents’ house. 
 
“The goal is to get my car back in there [in the garage]... At the moment I can’t because I had a delivery 
of four machines only a week ago” (Participant 11- washing machines) 
 
Participant 5 (axes and bullock gear) had a workshop in his backyard, while Participant 1 (books) 
used a second house that he owned to store his extensive book collection. 
 
Not all of the participants utilized secondary spaces. Generally, the participants who collected 
smaller objects were able to display them more efficiently around the house and store them 
without having to outsource secondary spaces. Participants 2, 6 and 7 said that because they 
collected smaller items, they did not require any additional space for display and storage other 
than their house. This was not an indication that the sizes of these collections were small, rather, 
that their collections could be stored or displayed in a way that did not require a large amount of 
space. Participant 7 had 190 pairs of leggings, however, these were able to be hung up in a 
wardrobe and many of the (approximately) 350 egg beaters belonging to Participant 6 were 
nailed to walls of the house.  
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Spatial Tensions 
Many participants expressed frustration over space in relation to their collections. This 
frustration was not so much over the inability to physically contain or store their collection, but 
more often a lack of space to be able to satisfactorily display the collections. Displaying 
collections was found to be an integral component of almost all collections and was closely tied 
to both personal appreciation and the social aspect of being able to share their collection with 
others. For several participants, regardless of how they displayed their collection or the size of 
the collected item, they identified that they simply did not have enough space for their entire 
collection to be displayed.  
 
“I would love to have another one but lack of space has forced me to put some of my collection away in the 
basement” (Participant 2).  
 
“I sometimes hate having them in a storage shed, because I can’t see them. I buy them because I love these 
things and then they are in a shed. It annoys me” (Participant 3). 
 
Others were displeased that a space in which they stored their collection was unable to be used 
for its intended purpose, such as a workshop (Participant 5) or a garage (Participant 11). 
 
Tensions extended not only from physical spatial limitations, but to personal space limitations. 
For instance certain participants were conscious of not wanting their collections encroaching 
onto the personal space of others, while Participant 1 appreciated the luxury of owning a second 
house across the road, such that his book collection did not encroach on the enjoyment of the 
main house he shared with his wife. Participant 6 whose husband (Participant 5) also collected, 
hinted at the importance of other household members’ acceptance of another family member’s 
collection in the house. Participant 8 was also cautious of preserving an acceptable amount of 
personal space in her home. 
 
 “I know some women who have said to the men, no. This is my house, this is our home. You 
keep your stuff outside. You know and fair enough, that’s them but I was quite happy to have it 
in here” (Participant 6) 
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“I quite strongly feel that I don’t want my home to turn into a display space, I don’t want it to be a 
museum, and I want it to be a home... It must integrate into my life and what I already have” 
(Participant 8). 
 
For Participant 2, the important thing was her children having their own space to play. She 
noted she was more intent on ensuring her collection was not easily bumped into or 
broken by her two young sons. Here, the tension existed between the space required by the 




The practice of collecting is a sentimental and social activity, with space emerging as a central 
concern for many of our collectors.  
Sentimentality, sociability and cyberspace 
The many reasons our participants started collecting supports previous research  that collections 
are started for a variety of motivations; rational, irrational or simply by mistake (Belk, 1995 in 
Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11; McIntosh and Schemichel, 2004: 85-97). While collecting is described 
as a ‘passionate’ (Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11), ‘spontaneous’ and ‘multi-faceted’ 
pursuit (McIntosh and Schemichel, 2004: 85-97), it may also be a very sentimental activity. 
Collecting for some of our participants represented a means of dealing with a loss, re-living a 
bygone era, or a connection to family.  
 
While McIntosh and Schemichel (2004: 85-97) consider that many motives for collecting tend to 
centre upon the self, or a positive image of the self, our participants describe collecting as a 
social activity. Although the act of purchasing objects and the choice behind the acquisition of a 
certain type of object was often personal, displaying, discussing and sharing the collections with 
others was an integral part of collecting and was a very social activity.  Collecting was a means of 
connecting with friends, with strangers and for sharing stories and celebrating shared histories. 
For our youngest collector, the Facebook community which had formed around her object of 
choice represented a group of friends, connections, competition, emotional support as well as a 
useful means of acquiring and swapping leggings. For this participant, the acquisition of items, 
through purchase and trading was highly social, as were discussions around designs, collections, 
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trades and swaps. We suggest that further exploring the role of the internet as a social tool for 
collecting is a compelling area for future research. 
Spatial tensions: physical space 
Our findings suggest that spatial tension is a significant concern of our collectors and one of the 
primary factors limiting collections (in addition to financial considerations). Available space 
affects both the size and nature of collections. The relationship between collections and space 
was described as a two-way and reciprocal relationship; namely, that available space impacts 
upon the size and type of collections as much as the collection itself impacts upon available 
space in the home. Despite certain participants’ collections taking up a considerable amount of 
space in the house (and/or garage), this did not represent a reason to stop collecting. Instead, 
when space became a limiting factor, participants were more likely to modify their collecting 
behaviour rather than stop accumulating all together.  
 
Average floor space in Australian houses continues unabated in its decades-long upward trend 
(Dowling and Power, 2012: 605-619), providing Australian collectors with more floor space (on 
average) than collectors almost anywhere in the world and from any previous era. However, the 
actual house or land size appears to be relatively inconsequential to our collectors and their 
collections. Collections are accumulated through processes far removed from rational choice 
(Belk, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11) and it is apparent that most of our participants’ 
collections grew in the absence of consideration of space, until the point that space became an 
issue or constraint.  
 
Spatial tensions: Personal space and use of space 
While it may be little surprise that large collections are shaped and defined by the available 
physical space in a household, our participants also described the effect their collections had on 
the use of space in the house and thus upon co-inhabitants.  Collections at times gave rise to the 
need for negotiations among the participants’ families about what spaces were private versus 
public; what spaces were storage spaces, display spaces, living spaces and the degree to which 
they could be some or all these things at once. The study of space in relation to collecting is 
therefore is not simply objects in physical space, but the tensions between the collector, the 
objects collected, the space they occupy and the use of that space by co-inhabitants and others  
(Nobel, 2004: 233-256).  
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While the proliferation of functional domestic technologies and appliances have served to apply 
pressure on household space (Hand et al., 2007: 79-104), what effect do non-functional 
collectables have in this regard? Our findings indicate that the collectors themselves were careful 
to display and store their collections in a manner that was acceptable their co-inhabitants. This 
ranged from a modest display in an area removed from children’s play-space, through to 
collectables filling two sheds and being nailed to most walls of the house, however, both 
arrangements were perfectly acceptable to the families involved. Thus while almost all collectors 
expressed their desire for more space, it was not always physical space that was desired; rather, 
the ability to display their collections in a manner that was to their individual likings, but did not 
intrude on the enjoyment of the space by others.  
 
This study is limited by the relatively small sample of self-identified collectors. However, despite 
these limitations, this paper marks an important contribution by pioneering exploration of the 
relationship between collectors and their use of space in the home. This study discusses this 
relationship not only in terms of physical space, but the complex negotiations between the use of 
space by collectors and their co-inhabitants. The number of self-identified collectors is growing 
(Lafferty et al., 2013: 1-11) and thus far more work is warranted in this area. Furthermore we 
consider there is a huge opportunity for further dialogue between the traditional psychology-
based collecting literature (Belk, 1994: 477-490, 1995 in Lafferty et. al., 2013 1-11; McIntosh and 
Schemichel, 2004: 85-97; Cherrie and Ponnor, 2010: 8-23) and the rich stream of literature 
concerned with the appropriation of objects and organisation of space in the home (Pantzar 
1997: 52-65; Hand et al., 2007: 668-681). We consider that a whole-of-household approach to 
the study of collecting may be useful to this end where gathering perspectives not only from 




Through in-depth interviews with Australian collectors, this paper argues that the practice of 
collecting objects is a complex, varied, sentimental and sociable activity, providing enjoyment, 
knowledge and fellowship to those involved. Space emerges as a central consideration to the 
practice of collecting; collections shape and are shaped by the available space in a household and 
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the use of this space by others. Further research into the establishment of a definitive literature 
base for the spatial relationships collections have within the home.  
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 Object Collected  Size of Collection  Display/Storage Method
Participant 1 
Male 
Age: 70  
 
Books Approx. 10,000 Utilizes a second house 
(across the road from his) he 




Age: 34  
Teacups Approx. 50 Half displayed in glass 




Age: 36  
Surfboards from 
the 1970’s 
Approx. 30 Has around 5 in the house, 
the rest are in a storage facility
Participant 4 
Male 
Age: 58  
Car Memorabilia Very large, exact size 
unknown 
All items are stored in a shed 




Age: 56  
Axes, Bullock 
Gear  
1530+ Stored and displayed in a shed 
in the backyard 
Participant 6 
Female 
Age: 56  









Hung in her wardrobe 
Participant 8 
Male 




Approx. 100 figurines and 
over 500 stamps 
Figurines are displayed on 
bookshelves in the study and 
the stamps are in albums  
Participant 9 
Female 




Exact size unknown, 
stated she has a “good 
range” of pieces 
Stored on tables, consoles, 
dressing and bedside tables 
Participant 10 Fire King Peach Approx. 1000 pieces Stored in shed, some in 
  18 
Male 
Age: 53 
Lustre Cook and 
Dinnerware 
1950’s style display cupboards 




Age: 43  
Washing Machines 
and Dryers 
Approx. 54 Stored in his garage, his 
neighbour’s garage (which he 
rents) and his parents yard 
 
